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REMARKS 

Applicant submits that the following clear legal deficiency exists in the rejection. 
Namely, the Final Office Action and Advisory Action equate the claim element "during 
processing of the user input to prevent duplicative execution of the executable script 
from subsequent user input, wherein upon completion of processing of the user input, 
the executable script renders the data input screen accessible" with a "lock controller [that] 
prevents active access o the aspect data structure once the lock data structure is created" 
(Barlow column 2, line 7). Even if Barlow, discloses rendering a portion of a page inaccessible, 
this is performed on a permanent basis, unless explicitly "unlocked" by a user, which is 
completely different than the claims of the present application. 



Claims 1-17 and 24 are Allowable Over Brown, Barlow, and Wagner 

The Office Action indicates that claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 

allegedly being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,278,448 ("Brown"), U.S. Patent 

Number 6,275,935 ("Barlow"), and U.S. Patent Number 6,085,224 ("Wagner"). More 

specifically, claim 1 recites: 

A method for preventing data entry via a data input screen 
on a client device, comprising: 

rendering source code that defines the data input screen in 
the client device; 

defining an executable script within the source code; and 
executing the executable script in response to user input, 
wherein the executable script operates within the client 
device to render the data input screen inaccessible during 
processing of the user input to prevent duplicative execution 
of the executable script from subsequent user input, wherein 
upon completion of processing of the user input, the 
executable script renders the data input screen accessible, 
wherein executing further comprises: 
associating the executable script with a predetermined z- 
index number for a web page; and 

rendering inaccessible those data entry elements 
associated with the web page that have a z-index number lower 
than the predetermined z-index number. 
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(Emphasis added). 

Claim 1 is allowable for at least the reason that none of Brown, Barlow, and Wagner, 
taken alone or in combination, discloses, teaches, or suggests a "method for preventing data 
entry via a data input screen on a client device... wherein the executable script operates within 
the client device to render the data input screen inaccessible during processing of the user 
input to prevent duplicative execution of the executable script from subsequent user 
input, wherein upon completion of processing of the user input, the executable script 
renders the data input screen accessible" as recited in claim 1. While it is unclear whether 
the Final Office Action is using Barlow or Wagner to reject this portion of the claims, if the 
Examiner is trying to use Barlow, Applicant disagrees. More specifically, Barlow discloses a 
locking mechanism to permanently lock end users from modifying a software application, which 
is clearly different than claim 1. Additionally, the Advisory Action argues that Barlow discloses 
this element in column 1, line 66 - column 2, line 10 and in FIG. 19. However, as illustrated 
above, this section of Barlow merely illustrates that an "aspect" may be locked. Nowhere does 
Barlow even suggest that this "aspect" can be unlocked, not to mention unlocking the "aspect" in 
response to completion of processing of user input. Further, FIG. 19 also illustrates this point. 
More specifically, FIG. 19 clearly illustrates a six (6) block flowchart that is completely devoid of 
any discussion on unlocking the "aspect" of an object. The flowchart (and accompanying 
description) merely illustrate that when an "aspect" is locked, the user may not modify the 
"aspect" and if not, the user may modify the "aspect." For at least the reason that there is not 
even a suggestion of rendering a data input screen accessible upon completion of processing of 
user input , Barlow is completely deficient and claim 1 should be allowed. 

Further, if the Final Office Action intends to reject claim 1 under Wagner, Applicant 
traverses this rejection for at least the reason that Wagner discloses that a "seventh digit in the 
map data determines whether a FORM 'submit' script command will be provided to the 
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application program... the digit value of one causes the scanner to disable the FORM 'submit' 
command so it may be displayed for the user by the application program without execution" 
(column 13, line 13), which is completely different than claim 1. While the Final Office Action 
broadly argues that column 14, line 43 - column 16, line 47 (covering a full page of text) 
discloses a "method for preventing data entry via a data input screen on a client device... 
wherein the executable script operates within the client device to render the data input screen 
inaccessible during processing of the user input to prevent duplicative execution of the 
executable script from subsequent user input, wherein upon completion of processing of 
the user input, the executable script renders the data input screen accessible" nowhere in 
this passage does Wagner even suggest anything that resembles this portion of claim 1. 

In fact, Applicant can only assume that by citing such a large passage that has no 
relevancy to the claim, the Final Office Action is in error regarding the relevant passages. 
However, even when referring to the most applicable portions of Wagner, there is no suggestion 
of this element for at least the reason that simply disabling a form submit command is different 
than "rendering] the data input screen inaccessible during processing of the user input to 
prevent duplicative execution of the executable script from subsequent user input, 
wherein upon completion of processing of the user input, the executable script renders 
the data input screen accessible" as recited in claim 1. For at least these reasons, claim 1 is 
allowable. 

Additionally, claims 1 - 4 are allowable for at least the reason that these claims depend 
from allowable independent claim 1 . Further, these arguments may apply to relevant portions of 
claims 5-18 and 24. 
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CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons set forth above, favorable reconsideration and allowance, or the 
re-opening of prosecution on the merits of the present application and all pending claims are 
hereby courteously requested. 
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